11/1/91 


Hr. Bernard darrio 
16F Brunswick A.ve., 
New Bern, 3.C. 28 l j62 


Dear Ur. ltarris, 


I ail now 70, in imajpired health and limited in wliat 1 am able to do, so it is not 
possible for no to respond fully to all the many questions I an asked by people like you 
in your 12/27 letter. Moreover, to a large degree, I have the possible answers in ny 
books, of which I enclose a list. 

The first sentence of your letter reflects the enormous influence on people* of the 
conspiracy- theory literature all of which is faulted in a variety of ways. Mostly the 
theories have no basis in fact and ignore the vast amount of official records now available. 


mental withholding of evidence. True, and he was not the first to report it. But at the 
same tine I invited hin here, I now have about a quarter of a million pages of those once- 


asaistants spent a conside able amount of tine anil left with a considerable number of 
copies. The point I am making is th/it neithe * Tony nor any of the others who seek to palm 
their theories off as fact over made any rea^effort to learn what is available. This of 
course rkikea it easier for them to weave theories tliat are ref ?teil by the evidence they 
prefer Aot to have to inhibit them, 

*4i short, none of the book3 promoting these conspiracy theories or protending to solve 
the crime is dependable. They do influence the thinking of concerned people like you. But 
I cannot take the time to go into all of this to the many people who like you write me. 

I do not h ve cabei and had no interest, in part because of the foregoing oxplana- 
tion, inseeing the Nigel Turner expansion of Ms original show for /i tc E, I do agree with 
your criticism. I a^p’eed to be interviewed only because ho promi&ed me he would not do 
that he then did. 

What you say is not true, that there is "real evidence" of Oswald's "association with 
ONI and ^uy Banister and David Ferric/ although there is reason to believe tliat lie and 


Of the questions you ask I’ll respond to a few. 

The only Jackie "account of events" of which x know not previously published is a 

single withheld jiago of her V/arren Commission testimony that ultimately 1 got. x tliink I 

« 

have it in Post Mortem but I'm not sure. 

tfhy have the Kennedys not agree to an exhumation of the body? Who asked for it? 


i 



withdjild records ^fewer at the time he wrote tliat book) and he had no interest in them. 
However, lie was interested for Mo coning book and ^oover and ho and several of M3 



Nobody. 


There is no reason to believe that Oswald was in the lunchroom at the time of the 


2 


shooting. I went it^ into this in ray first book. 

fin intrusions, of which there liave been none, you have gone for Garrison’s fictional 
account of his own fiasco. There wa3 no need for anyone to influence him. He was his own 
worst enemy, H ( > merely made tilings up as he went and explained his failure away by falsely 
attributing it to federal intervention. I was there. I’m telling you the fact, the tujrth. 

U e did it all to himself. 

Some of what you sav about Hutli Faine just is not true, again reflecting the influence 
of these faulted books, ohe did not get Oswald tliat job at the TBHD, either. 

There is no possibility at all tliat Oswald wa3 duped into carrying a sniper’s rifle 
into the building, again in part made clear in my first book. 

X * x I 

i hope you can Bee wliy i toan t continue telling people what T liave published so they 
can get it in greater detail. 

Hobody con tell you how many shots were fired and if you are wise you'll pay 
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no attention to anytliing said by those who -ded. V/ith regard to the known shots, x did 

go into them in enoriaous detail in n^y books. 

Bespite what Oroden says, neither ^’orie nor Braden had an office in tliat building. 

A 

See what I mean about these books that M solver" the crime? Fictional, 
fou refer to ’’the east side of &ln Street. M It lias no east side! It runs eastwind- 
west. iuid no shot could liave come from the manliole. 

Tlie only worthwhile bookT^on the assassination that are* out of print of w^icli I 
know ore Sylvia ^agher's and Howard Hoffman’s and both are great and ray own Oswald in 

T 

Hew ^oleans^and I do not know where you C£in get them. 



